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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

George Roger Siegel fell from achair on December 7, 1996, and
suffered an injury to hiswrist. This action is based on the treatment
he received from the doctors at the emergency room of the National
Hospital Medical Center, now known as Columbia Pentagon City
National Orthopedic Hospital. Siegel appeals the district court's entry
of judgment for all defendants and denial of severa post-judgment
motions, as well as the district judge's refusal to disqualify himself
under 28 U.S.C. § 455 (1994).

We have thoroughly reviewed the record and find no reversible
error. The district court fully considered Siegel's federal claims, as
well as those based on state law, and properly granted judgment for
all defendants. We have reviewed for abuse of discretion the district
judge'sdenia of Siegel's motions that the judge disqualify himself.
United States v. DeTemple, 162 F.3d 279, 283 (4th Cir. 1998), cert.
denied,  U.S.__ ,67U.SL.W. 3716 (U.S. May 24, 1999) (No.
98-8960). Siegel's complaints concerning the district judge's rulings
and statements do not support his motion for disqualification. See
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Liteky v. United States, 510 U.S. 540, 555 (1994) (disqualifying bias
normally must result from something outside the courtroom). There-
fore, the district court did not abuse its discretion in denying the
motions to disqualify itself. Nor are the court's denials of Siegel's
motions for clarification and reconsideration an abuse of its discre-
tion. See Pacific Ins. Co. v. American Nat'l Fire Ins. Co., 148 F.3d
396, 402 (4th Cir. 1998) (Fed. R. Civ. P. 59(€) motion), cert. denied,
_UsS __ ,67U.SL.W. 3457 (U.S. Jan. 19, 1999) (No. 98-742);
National Org. for Women v. Operation Rescue, 47 F.3d 667, 669 (4th
Cir. 1995) (Fed. R. Civ. P. 60(b) motion).

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court and
argument would not aid the decisional process. We affirm the judg-
ment below as well as the district court's denial of the motions for
reconsideration and refusal to disqualify itself.

AFFIRMED



